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THIRD 
I PROCEDURAL ORDER 

:ARL J. KUNASEK 
CHAIRMAN 

IM IRVW 
COMMISSIONER 

YILLIAM A. MUNDELL 
COMMISSIONER 

N THE MATTER OF: 

;AFAR1 MEDIA, INCORPORATED 
-580 North Kolb, #200 
rucson, Arizona 857 15 

vlARYANNE CHISHOLM 
I056 N. West Fernhill Circle 
rucson, Arizona 85750 

vlARK FILLMORE CHISHOLM 
$056 N. West Fernhill Circle 
rucson, Anzona 85750 

I‘HUC NGUYEN 
300 Linda Vista Terrace 
’reemont, California 94539 

Respondents. 

3Y THE COMMISSION: 

i” 

DOCKET NO. S-03242A-99-0000 

On November 9, 1999, the Securities Division (“Division”) of the Arizona Corporation 

Zommission (“Commission”) filed a Temporary Order to Cease and Desist (“Temporary Order”) and 

Votice of Opportunity for Hearing Regarding Proposed Order for Relief (“Notice”) against Safari 

Media, Incorporated (“SMI”), Mrs. Maryann Chisholm, Mr. Mark Fillmore Chisholm, and Mr. Thuc 

Xguyen in which the Division alleged multiple violations of the Securities Act in connection with the 

Dffer and sale of securities in the form of shares of stock. 

On November 26, 1999, SMI, Mrs. Maryann Chisholm and Mr. Mark Chisholm filed a 

Request for Hearing (“Request”) with respect to the Temporary Order and Notice. 

On December 23, 1999, by Procedural Order, a pre-hearing conference was scheduled for 

January 4,2000. 

On January 4,2000, at the pre-hearing conference, the Division, SMI, Mr. and Mrs. Chisholm 

entered in appearance through counsel. Discussions were had with regard to a possible settlement, 
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DOCKET NO, S-03242A-99-0000 

he presentation of evidence and other details concerning the proceeding. It was also confirmed that 

hr. Nguyen had not yet been served in California. Additionally, the Division indicated that it had 

cheduled three Examinations Under Oath with respect to the proceeding and would be conducting 

hose in the near future. Counsel for Respondents, SMI and Mr. and Mrs. Chisholm, indicated that he 

vould be conferring with the Respondents with respect to filing a written stipulation to continue the 

Temporary Order indefinitely pending a resolution of the proceeding. Lastly, the Division 

icknowledged that service had not yet been made upon Mr. Thuc Nguyen. 

On January 10, 2000, Respondents, SMI and Mr. and Mrs. Chisholm filed an agreement to 

:ontinue the Temporary Order indefinitely. 

On January 11, 2000, the Commission issued a Procedural Order holding the proceeding in 

tbeyance pending the Division filing a Motion to schedule further proceedings. 

On March 7, 2000, the Division filed an Affidavit of Service dated March 1, 2000, which 

ndicated that service had been made upon an employee of Mr. Nguyen at his place of business in Las 

degas, Nevada. 

On June 1, 2000, Mr. Nguyen, by counsel, filed a Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Personal 

lurisdiction (“Dismissal Motion”). Therein, Mr. Nguyen argued that the Temporary Order and 

Votice should be dismissed as against Mr. Nguyen because “the Commission has not plead, and 

:annot prove, sufficient facts to establish personal jurisdiction over Respondent in the State of 

4rizona.” 

On June 14, 2000, the Division filed its Response to the Dismissal Motion. The Division 

argued that Mr. Nguyen had sufficient minimum contacts in Arizona for the Commission to assert 

personal jurisdiction over him without denying Mr. Nguyen his right to due process of law. In 

support of its arguments, the Division attached seven exhibits to its Response that strongly bolstered 

its position with respect to Mr. Nguyen. 

Accordingly, the Dismissal Motion should be denied and Respondent Nguyen should file a 

request for a hearing or be in default. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the Dismissal Motion filed by Mr. Thuc Nguyen be, and 

is hereby, denied. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Mr. Thuc Nguyen shall file a request for hearing within 20 

ays of the date of this Procedural Order or he may be found to be in default of the allegations against 

im. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a pre-hearing status conference shall be held on July 12, 

000, at 9:30 a.m., at the Commission's offices, 1200 West Washington Street, Phoenix, Arizona. 
& DATED this &? day of June, 2000. 

4s 
MARC E. STERN 
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE 

Iopies of the oregoing mailed/delivered 
his $?&y of June, 2000 to: 

3dward Novak 
)arrow Sol1 
lTREICH LANG 
?wo N. Central Avenue 
'hoenix, Arizona 85004-2391 
ittomeys for Safari Media, Inc.; Maryann Chisholm 
and Mark Fillmore Chisholm 

ohn C. Kirkland 
3ROWN RAYSMAN MILLSTEIN FELDER & STEINER LLP 
880 Century Park east, Suite 71 1 
,os Angeles, California 90067 

iohn N. Iurino 
,EWIS AND ROCA LLP 
h e  South Church Avenue, Suite 700 
rucson, Arizona 8570 1 - 16 1 1 
4ttorneys for Thuc Nguyen 

iobert A. Zumoff 
4ssistant Attorney General 
ARIZONA ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE 
1275 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

Mark Sendrow, Director 
Securities Division 
ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
1300 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
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iRIZONA REPORTING SERVICE, INC. 
627 N. Third Street, Suite Three 
'hoenix, Arizma 850042 low 

1 

Secretary to Marc E. Stern 
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